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the most respectable citizens of Albany, of all parties, calling a meeting to take the sense of the People on the subject. I was necessarily absent, on a foreign circuit, when the meeting was held, and refused my assent to their proceedings when they were presented to me, because they bore 011 their face the stamp of political and partisan designs. A letter was written to me by the gentleman who obtained permission to use my name, evidently intended for publication but it was deemed inexpedient to publish my answer when they received it.1 When the Resolution was acted upon in the Senate there was neither debate nor a call of the Ayes and Noes; and it was silently passed. I was in my seat and would have voted for it if a formal vote had been taken and I always afterwards therefore admitted my share of responsibility for its passage. It may be said that in overlooking the bearings of the question upon the happiness of the People for whom. Congress were acting, and allowing myself to be influenced by a desire to prevent the Governor from making political capital out of his recommendation, I placed myself on the same footing with him. As to motives I can only say that I state mine truly; that I acted on the defensive, and that I had no hand in bringing the matter forward.
The re-election of Mr. Rufus King to the United States Senate •was another feature of this session that excited much feeling and not a little surprise from the circumstance that it was unanimously made by men, most of whom opposed him at the preceding session. An appointment had been attempted then and failed because of the three candidates brought forward respectively by the Clintonians, Republicans and Federalists neither could obtain a majority of the whole vote, necessaiy to obtain a majority in either House; the strength of the Democrats and Clintonians being nearly equal, and divided between Col. Young and John C. Spencer.2
In the recess I became, I believe for the first time, acquainted personally with Mr. King, and from my connection with the defense of Vice President Tompkins, in which the subject was noticed, became also better informed of his patriotic course in support of the War after the capture of Washington, and his urgent appeal to the Vice President, then Governor, to assume every responsibility and to trust for indemnity to the justice of his Country. Influenced by
1 Henry F. Jones, Jan. 19, 1S20, to Van Buren and draft of Van Buren's answer, Jan. 21, are in the Van Bui-en Papers.
- The three. candidates proposed were John C. Spencer by the Clintonians, Samuel Young, by the republicans or " Bucktails " and Rnfus King, by the federalitsts. " In the assembly Mr. Spencer received fifty four votes, Mr. Young forty four, and Mr. King thirty four. Some of the members, who, on the resolution, voted for Col. Young, when the resolution was lost, voted for Mr. King. The whole number of republican votes, In both houses, for Col. Young, wore fifty seven, while those given to Mr. Spencer were sixty four; showing evidently, at that time, a republican majority in the legislature in favor of Mr. Clinton ; tout the preponderance of talent was decidedly with the Bucktails." Hammond, History of Political Tarties in the State of New York, I, 486. The details of the proceedings are told in John A. King to Rufus King, February 2, 1819. Life and Correspondence of Rufus King, VI, 202.—W. C. F.

